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BioMax Environmental 
.El1viron",en~alCmt,f:ltltillg amI Industrial H,vgit!lIe Sel1';ces 

September 22nd
, 2008 

:Mr. Doug Button 
Deputy Director 
Real Estate Services Division 
707 Third Street - 8th Floor 
West Sacramento, CA 95605 

Post Mitigation Assessment Report 
Department of General Services 
Board of Equalization Building, 450 N. Street 
Break Room 807 and 22nd and 23rd Floor Hopper (Janitor) Rooms 
Sacramento, California 

Mr. Button, 

BioMax Environmental, LLC (BioMax) is pleaSed to provide The Department of General 
Services (DGS) with this letter summary report detailing BioMax's findings and 
recommendatimls pertaining to our post mitigation microbial inspection and sampling 
assessment services provided 'within the noted break toom and interior Hopper Rooms (Janitor's 
Room) areas of the 22no and 23'0 floors of the Board ofEqualization (BOE) building located at , 
450 N Street, Sacramento, California. BioMax understands that these' post mitigation microbial 
inspection and sampling assessment services were oontracted with BioMax, at your request; in an 
effort to review and verify the successful completion ofmicrobial mitigative efforts performed by 
your restoration contractor, JLS Environmental, Inc., (JiS) Within the previously identified areas 
located within the subjeot building. ' 

Therefore, these post mitigation clearance assessment services are intended to assess the current 
,site conditions wherein mitigative activities were performed by JLS to investigaie and address (as 
needed) the prior moisture and mold related damages and inlpacts. Procedural recommendations 
pertaining to BioMa,"{'s review ofhistorical and analytical data associated with the subject break 
room and interior Hopper Room areas have been summarized within our previously developed 
procedural assessment reports including those entitled: 

•	 Mitigative and Clean Up Procedures for Interior,Electrical/Data Rooms, Janitorial 
Rooms, Supply Rooms, Copy Rooms, Storage Rooms, and. Rest Room Areas, dated May 
7

fu
,2008. , 

' 
, 

•	 22no Floor Procedures for Destructive Inspection'and Microbial Mitigation, dated May 
9'h,2008. 

•	 Microbial Assessment ofBreak Room Areas ("Building Wide"), dated J~Jy 11fu, 2008 
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Additional historical reports and assessment data may also be obtained for further historical 
background and technical reference, as necessary. 

Hence, these post mitigation microbial clearance assessment services, thereby, are intended to 
provide a professional evaluation verifying the physical conditions wherein the successful 
completion of microbial removal and decontanlination within each of the affected areas has been 
achieved. FoHowing the completion oftlIe prescribed mitigative activities performed byyaur 
mitigation contractor, Mr. Michael A. Polkabla, crn, REA ofBioMax performed a detailed post 
mitigation site inspection and sampling assessmcnt within each oftlIe affected interior areas (and 
adjacent impacted areas as necessary) as noted in this report. BioMax's filldings and conclusions 
pertaining to these post mitigation sampling assessment activities are, therefore, summarized 
herein. 

Site inspection and post mitigation assessment sampling acti.vities were performed within the 
noted Break Room and Hopper Rooms on August 27fJ1

, 2008. Site access into each of these 
contained areas on these respective dates was facilitated by site contractor and DGS personnel. 
On each ofthesc dates, Mr. Michael A. Polkabla, crn, REA ofBioMax performed a detailed 
visual site inspection within the noted containment system barriers associated with the notcd 
interior areas identified as break room 807 (plus adjacent conference room 805), Hoppcr Room 
22 and Hopper Room 23, respectively. Following the performance oia detailed visual 
assessment (indicating acceptable post mitigation conditions), BioMax collected a series of 
airborne SporeTrap confirmation samples within and surrounding each ofthese areas as noted 
below. 

On-site inspection and clearance sampling assessment activities were perfonned by Mr. Michael 
A. Polkabla, crn, REA, ofBioMax in accordance with currently recognized microbial 
assessment and sampling guidcline procedures. Mr. Polkabla has been certified in the 
Comprehensive Practice of Industrial Hygiene by the American Board ofIndustrial Hygiene and 
holds the right to the dcsignation "Certified Industrial Hygienist" (CllI) under certification 
number CP 7104. Mr. Polkabla is also certified by the California Environmental Protection 
Agency (CaIIEPA) as a Class I Registered Environmental Assessor (REA) under CallEPA 
certification number 05011. Previously established clearance criteria developed for these 
activities has been formalized in BioMax's Post Mitigation Clearance Assessment Protocols 
dated February 15th

, 2008. Such protocols have been reviewed and approved by BOE's 
environmental consultant, Hygientech International, Inc. (lUI) prior to implementation. A 
summary ofsignificant notations and observations gathered during BioMax's site inspection and 
post mitigation clearance assessment activities within the subject containment areas are compiled 
as follows: 

1.	 At the tiDle of our site inspection and clearance sampling assessment performed on August 
27cl

" 2008 ambient outdoor conditions both prior to and following our interior assessment 
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acl;ivities consisted of clear and mild conditions with an outdoor tcmperatures range between 
73 and 102 degrees F and relative humidity of29-21 %, respectively. Predominant winds 
were noted at approximately 0-5 knots from the southwesterly direction at the time of our 
assessment. Intcrior environmental conditions within the sampled containment areas 
consisted of a temperature range between 74 and 86 degrees F with relative humidity range of 
26 to 29 percent 

2.	 At the time oftbis assessment, each ofthe observed interior containment barrier systems, 
whereby microbial mitigative and inspection activities were performed, were established and 
maintained within the impacted areas as per BioMax's protocols. Specific detail as noted on 
the "as built" construction site floor diagram documents may be reviewed for further 
reference as necessary. BioMax routinely performed regular and periodic inspections and 
review ofrecords/conditions within and surrounding each ofthe noted containment areas 
during mitigative activities. A review of such information has indicated a preponderance of 
evidence verifying that the current barrier systems have provided appropriate protective 
controls for the duration and performancc of dIe noted mitigative activities. 

3.	 During the post mitigation inspection of each containment system, BioMax noted the absence 
ofvisible evidence of elevated residual moisture and/or microbial indicators (such as 
staining, delamination, etc.) within the remaining exposed interior walls, wall framing, and 
wall cavities following the performance of mitigative measures. Utilization ofa TraMex 
band-held inductive moisture meter indicated normal moisture content within all remaining 
walls and building materials inspected within the sampled containment areas at the time of 
our assessment. 

4.	 As noted within the previously referenced asseSSl'll.ent reports, the primary affected areas of 
visible moisture damage previously identified within the noted break room primarily included 
moisture staining and mold damaged cabinetry, adjacent ±1ooring, and wallboard materials. 
According to BioMax's review ofcurrent evidence and available historical data, it is 
BioMax's opinion that such material damage was likely caused by a history of chronic 
plumbing deficiencies and water release events over an extended period of time. 

5.	 Primary affected areas ofvi.sible moisture danlage previously identified within the noted 
Hopper Room areas primarily consisted ofmoisture staining and mold damaged materials 
within and adjacent to the wet-mop sink areas and adjacent flooring, and wallboard materials. 
According to BioMax's review of current evidence and available historical data, it i.s likely 
that sucb material damage were .similarly causcd by a hi.story of chronic plumbing 
deficiencies and water release events over an extended period oftime. 

6.	 The establishment ofcontainment system barriers encompassing each of the interior affected 
break room and Hopper Room areas werc observed and verified under appropriate posting 
and negative pressure differential at the time of this post mitigation assessment. Worker and 
equipment entry and exit cbambers comprised of a series of zippered plastic access doorways 
were also observed attacbed to the noted containment barriers consistent with BioMax's 
previousiy noted mitigation protocols. 

DGS 807/805 22Hopper, 23Hopper 09-22·llB	 BiQMax EnYironmental, LLC 
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7.	 As verified during these assessment activities, all identified affected interior wallboard 
building materials had been removed from each of the noted interior areas of concern 
exposing interior wall cavity framing (metal) and underlayment wallboard siding materials 
present within each of the impacted materials and areas. Upon post mitigation inspection, all 
remaining exposed building materials associated within the break room and Hopper Room 
areas exhibited no significant staining andlor elevated mold growth following the completion 
ofprescribed physical material removal and chemical decontamination procedures performed 
by JLS within each impacted area, 

8.	 Digital images and schematic records have been developed and maintained by,TLS for the 
duration the performance of these mitigative removal activities indicating the extent and 
areas where visible staining andlor mold like indicators have been identified within the 
exposed wall cavities and wall cavity underlayment materials and subsequently removed 
within each containment area. Such records have been reviewed by BioMax as part of this 
clearance asseSSment and maybe provided by JLS for additional review upon request. 

9,	 Following the completion of visual inspections within each of these containment areas, 
BioMax collected series airbome samples within and outside the containment systems noted 
below for subsequent comparative analysis. Such samples collected within and surrounding 
each the interior containment system were performed in an effort to identify and quantify the 
presence ofpotential airborne mold spores present within (and surrounding) the containment 
systems following the completion of the prescribed mitigative effort. Findings associated 
with these verification sampling activities are noted below. 

10. BioMax also collected a series of digital images during these post mitigative inspection and 
sampling assessment activities to document the conditions and significant site observations 
gathered at this time, Such images are provided as an attachment to this summary report for 
further reference, as necessary. 

On-site inspection and sampling assessment activities were conducted by Mr. Michael A. 
Polkabla, ern, REA, ofBioMax Environmental within the noted break room and Hopper Rooms 
on August 27th, 2008. All sampling equipment, supplies, calibration materials, and collection 
media were provided and maintained by BioMe." as part of the performance of this scope of 
work. Sample collection pl"Ocedures and methods were performed using standar.d industrial 
hygiene sampling methods following techniques prescribed by the contracted analytical 
laboratoly. 

Spore Trap Airborne Microbial and Particulate Sampling: 

The collection of airborne Spore Trap microbial samples was achieved using Zefon Air-a-Cell 
sampling cassette collection devices placed in each of the areas identified in the tables below. 

DGS 807/805 22Hopper. 23Hopper 09-22-08 4	 BloMax Environmental, LLC 
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Airborne Spore Trap samples were collected within and outside each of the containment area 
locati.01l5 at a height of approximately four feet above ground level using a tripod mounted Quick 
Take 15 air sampling pump manufactured by SKC. Samples were collected at a calibrated flow 
rate of 15 liters per minute for a total offive minutes per sample. Resultant total sample 
volumes, therefore, corresponded to 75 liters collected for each collected sample. Field 
calibration of the SKC air sampling pump was conducted using a field rotameter devise 
calibrated with a Bios Drycal primary standard flow meter. All Spore trap air sampling and 
analytical procedures were performed in accordance with prescribed manufacturer guidelines as 
well as applicable professional certified industrial hygiene indoor air quality microbial 
investigation procedures and certified industrial hygiene practices. 

Additional ell,terior ambient samples were also similarly collected and analyzed in an effort to 
identif'y and quantif'y representative background microbial taxa (types), rank order, and 
corresponding airborne spore levels present within the ambient environment at the time of this 
assessment for comparative purposes. Sampling collection activities performed during this study 
included the collecti.on of identifiable airborne microbial contaminants within the representative 
area locations noted in Table 1: 

Table 1. Airborne Spore Trap Sampling Locations of Break Room 807/805, 22 Hopper, 
and 23 Hopper Rooms: 

13857654 

13856259 

13857633 

13856329 

13856215 

13856215 

13857628 

13857624 

13857616 

13857724 

Ambient Pre Sample 23nl Floor West Balcony 

Hallway outside 22 Hopper Room (outside containment) 

220d Floor Hopper Room (inside containment) 

Adjacent 220d Floor Mail Center (inside containment) 

23nl Floor Hallway (outside containment) 

23'd Floor Hopper Room (inside containment) 

Hallway near 807 (outside containment) 

Brcak Room 807 (inside containment) 

Ambient 23'd Floor North Balcony (retest sample) 

Ambient-post Garage Rooftop 

DGS a07lao~ 22l-lcpper, 23Hopper 09-22-oa 5 BloMax Environmental, Ltc 
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At the conclusion ofsampling activities, preparation and shipping of the collected samples were 
accomplished in accordance with standard industrial hygiene cbain of custody (COC) 
documentation procedures and quality assurance/quality control practices. Once collected, 
labeled, and recorded, all samples were double sealed witlrin airtight plastic Ziploc shipping 
containers and transported via Federal Express Priority Mail to Environmental Microbial 
Laboratories (EMLabs) in San Bruno, California. EMLabs holds current applicable analytical 
accreditation and specializes in microbial analytical procedures. Sampling and chain of custody 
records are provided as an attachment to this letter report for further reference. 

Airborne Spore Trap Findings Break Room 807/805, 22 Hopper Room, and 23 Hopper 
Room: 

Laboratory analytical methods for the identification and enumeration ofmicrobial (mold) taxa 
and parti.culate contaminants were conducted in accordance with prescribed analytical procedures 
and quality control/assurance measures. Original laboratory results including the enumeration of 
recognizable microbial spore and particulate types arc also attached to this letter report for further 
reference and detail. A summary of airborne Spore Trap microbial (mold) and particulate 
fmdings pertaining to each ofthe subject areas are presented in Table 2 below: 

Table 2. Airborne Microbial and Particulate FlndIn 

1604,300 3+ 1+Ambient Pre Sample 23mFloor 
West Balcony 

Hallway outside 22 Hopper 190 2+ 2+ 13 

Room (outside containment) 

22nd Boor Hopper Room 2+ <1353 1+ 

(inside containment) 

Adjacent 22nd Floor Mail 2+ <1366 1+ 

Center (inside containment) 

23'd Floor Hallway (outside <1366 3+ l+ 
containment)
 

23rd Floor Hopper Room
 <1353 1+ 
(inside containment) 
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Hallway near 807 (outside 
containment) 

120 3+ 1+ 13 

Break Room 807 (inside 
containment) 

230 3+ 2'1 13 

Ambient 23 rd Floor North 
Balcony (retest sample) 

120 3+ 1+ <13 

Ambient-post Garage Rooftop 4,200 3+ 1+ 80 

The analytical findings presented in Tablc 2 above clearly indicate the presence of significantly 
lower concentrations of total microbial (mold) spores measured within each of the interior 
samples collected both within and surrounding the sUbject break room and Hopper Room 
containment areas when compared to the levels currently measured within the samples collected 
from the corresponding ambient outside environment. Analytical findings also indicate similar 
fungal taxa distribution (mold types) and rank order (predominant taxa) of molds identified 
witbin the mitigated areas as well as the adjacent hallway areas sampled (area noted as 
"Hallway" outside containment). Analysis of fungal hyphal fragments (vegetative fungal growtb 
structures) also indicated fewer structures within the interior containment areas and adjacent 
interior spaces wben compared to the corresponding levels found within the ambient outside 
environmental samples. Particularly worthy ofnote, was the absence ofelevated levels of 
hydrophilic (moisture loving) mold tlDca following the performance ofmitigative activi.ties within 
each of the noted containment areas. 

Although there are currently no regulatory standards or limits pertaining to allowable airborne 
fungal concentrati.ons (for any mold taxa) present in indoor environments, there is a general 
consensus among indoor air quality experts that airborne microbial contamination found within 
"typical healthy" living and working spaces are generally similar in kind and present at levels 
which are below those found in the corresponding native outside environment. BioMax believes 
that the absence ofvisible staining resultant from moisture and/or residual mold, the absence of 
elevated residual moisture, absence of elevated hyphal structures, and relatively fewer total 
airborne mold levels with typical taxa and rank order distribution following mitigative clean-up 
activities are consistent with these generally acceptable interior working space conditi.ons. 
BioMax, therefore, believes that these findings provide reasonable evidence indicating that 
current microbial removal and clean-up measures have successfully removed and contained mold 
contamination within the above noted mitigated areas and materials to normal representative 
levels. 

DGS 807/805 22Happ.r, 23Hopper 09-22-08 7 BioMax EnvIronmental, LLC 



10/16/2008 08:18 5107243145	 BIOMAX ENVIRONMENTAL PAGE 09 

Based on tMse findings, BioMax believes that the current physical site conditions present within 
each of the mitigated areas may be considered acceptable in meeting both the visual and 
analytical cle8.l'lUlce criteria established for these activities. As snch, BioMa.,<'s review and 
interpretation ofthe collected analytical data associated with each of the noted containment areas 
has been shown. to meet the previously referenced clearance criteria established for these 
activities. Such clearance criteria has been presented in BioMax's Post Mitigation Clearance 
Assessment Protocols dated February 15t1l

, 2008, and has been reviewed and approved by BOE's 
environmental consultant, HTI. Therefore, BioMax believes that the verified achievement of 
such criteria supports BioMax's determination and conclusion that the noted break room and 
restroom areas may be considered acceptable for reconstructi.on at this time. 

Airborne Particulate Findings: 

Analytical particulate findings also sampled and analyzed as part of this assessment identified, 
what BioMax believes to be, "unremarkable" levels present within the collected air samples. 
Such findings within and surrounding the noted containment areas also provide reasonable 
evidence indicating that current particulate clean-up and mitigative control measures have 
successfully controlled and contained particulate debris within the identified containment arcas to 
acceptable post mitigation clean-up levels. 

Based on BioMax's post mitigation assessment findings and conclusions presented in this report, 
BioMax believes that the current airborne microbial levels sampled and analyzed from within 
break rooms 807 (and adjacent conference room 805) as well as 22nd and 23rd Floor Hopper 
Room. areas provides no significant evidence of elevated residual microbial contamination or 
airborne contamination/migratiOll following the completion of the prescribed microbial 
mitigative measures. BioMax understands that parallel airborne and surface assessment 
sampling performed within each of these containment areas by BOE's consultant, BTl, also 
indicated acceptable airborne and surface microbial levels (as provided to BioMax verbally) 
following the completion of the mitigative effort. BioMax anticipates that BTl will be preparing 
a fonnal summary report of their parallel findings for appropriate distribution shortly. 

Hence, based on current site observations, field measurements, and review of all available 
findings (both BioMax's and HTl's) at this timc, BioMax believes that the mitigated areas within 
the noted containment areas may be considered acceptable for general reconstruction following 
prudcnt reconstruction practices. Therefore, based on our professional review and interpretation 
of these current referenced fmdings, BioMa.,< provides the following recommendations for 
consideration as discussed below: 

1.	 BioMax believes that current airborne microbial (mold) levels and mold taxa (types) 
identified within Break Room 807 and conference room 805 as well as the 22nd and 23m 

Floor hoppo::r Room areas are currently consistent with generally acceptable conditions and 
industry standard parameters following the performance ofthe mitigative activities noted. 

DGS 8071B05 22Hopper, 23Hopper 09·22·08 8	 BloMax Environmenlsl1 LL.C 
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Hence, BioMax recommends that no further airborne and/or surface microbial sampling 
activities are warranted within these specific noted contalnment areas and that the 
containment systems may be deactivated and considered as "acceptable" for reconsttuction at 
this time. 

2.	 During the performance of interior reconsttuction activities, BioMax recommends that a 
qualifi ed and experienced building inspector/contractor be utilized to verifY the current 
compliance and functional integrity ofall applicable building related plnmbing,flashing, 
sealing, and drainage systems in accordance with current building codes and consttuction 
practices. Any identified deficiencies should be appropriately documented, corrected, and 
functionally verified (tested) prior to subsequent reconsttuction. Certainly, the establishment 
and/or installation of any additional corrective measures or engineering controls (as identified 
through additional professional engineering consultation) should also be performed and 
implemented in accordance with applicable standards, building codes, and ordinances, as 
appropriate. 

3.	 BioMax recommends thatreconsttuction of interior sttuctural building materials within these 
areas should only be undertaken utilizing high quality, visibly clean (hand selected) 
consttuction grade building materials obtained from reputable commercial sources and which 
are verified through visual assessment to be free from elevated microbial contamination 
and/or elevated moisture content. Building materials, which are notably moist and/or visibly 
stained, should not be used during the reconsttuction undertaken within the subject building. 

4.	 BioMax also recommends that current plastic barri.ers (as established during this mitigative 
activity) should remain during any reconstruction activity so as to minimize the potential 
transmJssion of associated nuisance construction dust and debris as desired. 

5.	 Reasonable additional assessment and investigative measures may also be required upon the 
identification ofnew or previously undiscovered materials and/or information related to 
moisture/microbial impacts within the noted structures and/or areas, as necessary. Any 
occurrence and/or re-occurrence of moisture inttusion following reconstruction within these 
areas should also be reviewed and addressed through additional professional consultation, as 
necessary. BioMax is certainly prepared to provide such professional consultation pertaining 
to these and any follow-up investigative measures upon request. 

OGS 6071605 22Hcpper. 23Hopper 09-22-06 s	 8ioMax EnvIronmental, LLC 
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BioMax believes that the conclusions and recommendations provided above are consistent with 
standard industry microbial mitigative practices and prudent industrial hygiene hazard control 
and assessment methods. Please do not hesitate to contact me directly at (510) 724-3100 ifyou 
have any questions, comments, and/or require further assistance regarding this subject matter. 

Sincerely, 

Michael A. Polkabla, CIH, REA 
Vice President, Principal 

DGS 807/806 2:iHopper, 23Hopper 09·22.·08 10 BloMax Environmental, LLC 
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Please note that the professional opinions presented in this review are intended for the sole use of 
the California State Department of General Services (DGS) and their designated benel:i.ciaries. 
No other party should rely on the information contained herein without the prior wri.tten consent 
ofBioMax Environmental and DGS. The professional opil1ions provided herein are based on 
BioMax's review and understanding of current site information and observed site conditions 
present within the areas inspected at the time these services we).'e performed. Professional 
recommendations provided as part of this limited scope ofwork are intended for client 
consideration only and are not intended as a professional or regulatory mandate. Implementation 
of any of the above measures or recommendations does not, in any way, warrant the day-to-day 
health and/or safety ofbuilding occupants, residents, site workers, nor regulatory or building 
code compliance status during normal and changing environmental conditions. As microbial 
contan,ination, by nature, may change over time due to additional moisture intrusion, favorable 
growth conditions, and changing environments, the findings of this report are subject to change 
in the event that such conditions and/or environments arise. Also, the professional opinions 
expressed here are subject to revision in the event that new or previously undiscovered 
information is obtained or uncovered. 

The information contained in this and any other applicable communication is for consideration 
purposes only. It is not intended, nor should it be construed as providing legal advice or warranting 
any level of safety or regulatory compliance. The sole purpose of such information is to assist with 
the anticipation, identification, evaluation and control of elevated and/or unnecessary health of 
physical hazards. Any action taken based on this information, including but not limited to opinions, 
suggestions and recommendations, whether implied or expressed, is the sole responsibility of the 
individual taking the action. The management of acceptable health and safety is criteria dependent 
and situation specific in nature, the,efore ,equiring extensive knowledge and prudent value 
assessments so as to be properly determined and maintained. 

111ese services were performed by BioMlL"( in accordance with generally accepted professional 
industrial hygiene principals, practices, and standards of care. Under the existing Industrial 
Hygiene Defmition and Registration Act, all reports, opinions or official documents prepared by 
a Certified Industrial Hygienist (elli) constitutes an expression ofprofessional opinion regarding 
those facts or nndings which are subject oia certification and does not constitute a warranty or 
guarantee, eith.e, expressed or implied. 

DGS B071B05 22Happer, ~3Happ.r 09-2~·OB 11 8loMex: EnVIronmental, LL.C 
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EMLabP&K 
11720 North Creek Pkwy N, #400, Bothell, WA 98011 
(650) 829-5800 Fax: (650) 829-5852 www.emlab.com 

Client; Biomax Environmental Date ofSampling; 08-27-2008 
C/O: Mr. Michael Polkabla Date of Receipt: 08-28-2008 
Re; 082708-01 Date of Report: 08-29-2008 

SPORE'l'RAP REPORT: NON-VIABLE METHODOLOGY 

2032399-1 

B 

13856329: 
22nd floot mail 

ccnlE~Ie 

2032398-1 

B 

13857633: 
22nd floO!' hopper 

rooln Ie 
A B 

-1- 2--:03:-:=2":'39:":6--:-1 2032397-1 
Coo,n,cnts (5•• b.low) 

Lab ID·V''''ioo~: 

Location: 13857654: 13856259: 
Ambient 231"d 1:1001': Hallway outside 22 

w balcony hopp",- room 

Sco u1ario sis 

\..!.!.I=J:AAWP_ 
Pen'ciUt1Jll]~t.\mcr '!lus est 
.:5.tho ce, 
Rus~*" 

Comrnents:A) 44 ofthe raw count Penicillium/Aspergillus type spores wore l'fCSf;lDt as a single clump. This data bas been
 
repotted p,iorto completion ofthe QC analysis. B) This data has been reported prior to completion of the QC
 
analysis. 

>I< Most; of tht;SC spore. types are not seen with m;tlturable methods (Andcrnc.l.l SaInp'liug), althol:l~ some may appear as uon·~plJTD laUus fungi.
 
Most of the basidio!'iporcs;rre "mushroom" !ipores wbUc r.br: rusts and s.ntuts nrc plaut pailiogcns.
 
t Thl:: :;po~ of Aspcrgm/IS Cllid PenicilJiJUn (and others such as ACrP.mr;miul7l, P"ccilomycE~) an=. smaU alJd round with 'Very f'Cw distinguisrnup;
 
charaettristl,cs. They C:i,nnot be. differentiated. by non-vil1blc sampling method". A15Q, 50me species with vcty llmllll spores ar.c el1Sily mi,tiS~ and
 
may be ondcrcOlJutl:d,
 
ttBnckgrolltld debri" indi[;St.c.s I.h~ amount of !1cll-biologicnl p:i.rt.lcDlar.e nUl.U!:Tprc;enL on t,hc. t,ace (du$l tn -Ihe sir) I1nd t.he re..ltul'Licg visibility

for the Dl1~lyst. It is rated from 1+ (low) to 4+ (high), Counts from DrCas with 4+ bncltKrouDd dcbt:"is should be rep;nrded IIR miuinta1 COUl.ltti and
 
may be highcrthcn rcpcl"1l:=d. It is uuportallt 10 o:t;[;ount fot smples volumes when cv:l.J.unting dust levelfi.
 
The Limit of Dctect.iOIl is the product of ntD,W CQ11nt of 1 aud 100 divided by t.hc percent read. The noslytical sc.usltivity ([;ollots/nt3) is the
 
product of the Limit, of OcU:ctiou aud 1000 divided. by the sample volunt~.
 

u
:j. A t'Vro;ion g~ter than J il1d[[;atcs amended data, BMLnb 10; 460495, Page 1 of3 
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EMLabP&K 
11720 North Creek Pkwy N, #400, :Bothell, WA 98011 
(650) 829-5800 Fall: (650) 829-5852 www.emlab.com 

Client: B10= Environmental Date of Sampling: 08-27-2008 
CIO: MT. Micb~l Polkabla Date of Reccipt: 08-28·2008 
Re: 082708-01 Date ofReport: 08-29-2008 

SPORE TRAP REPORT: NON·V1ABLEMETHODOLOGY 
Location: 13856269, 

23rd floor hallway
ac 

13856215: 
23 hopper roomIe 

13857628: 
Hanway at 807 ac 

1385762A: 
Break room 8071C 

Commeots (see belo:.w:::):.. -l-__~B;---_!_---B=--__!-_=,.,:B=-:,-,-_-+ .:B --1 
T.ab ID-Versioo*: 20324Oll-1 2032401·1 2032402-1 2032403.1 

~, + 3+ 
< 13 
<P < U... 
1+ 1+ 
75 75 

Commenls:B) This do," h., heeo reported pt:IOI' to oompletioo of the QC lll1alysi, . 

... Mo!;r, ofth~e spore typc.s are not necn with clllttlrable method." (Andersen &ampHog), although some may appear:all non-spomlatiog [uugl. 
Most of the bll.5idiosporcs arc "nmshrnom" sporcs while the rusts Rud smuts ore plmlt pathogenll.
t The: spores of A~p~rsil1Ju al1d Pqnicftlhlm (n.ud othen> moo 1I.:i Acremontllm, PaecilDmyces) are snt<l1.l and round WiTb very few ditctingullihiug 
c:;f1nnJCt~rist.ics. They calluol be diffcnmtiFlI,ed by llol1·vinbl~ l>iJmplil.lg methods. Also, Rome !'ipecics with ve.ry smull spores ar.c easily mtSJ\erl, 1:I.ud 
may be uudercOtintcd. 
ttBnckgrD'l;l11d tkbris indicates the smouof. rsf llo11n biolog!t=nl particul::l~nUltterptcM:Dt on the IJ;ne!! (dl1&t in the air) Ilf1d the n:sl,1].t,iug visibility 
for the lI.unly5llt fs mted fronll+ (low) to 4+ tnigh), COllins from nrclIl;- with 4+ backgroLied dcbds should be regntdcd 111' miniIl1a1 couu1ti and 
:rna.y be higher then ~ort.ed..1t. (5 important to necount far Ramplos vollllne.s whee cv~luating dust levels. 
The Lintit of Dcteclioo is the product of a raw COUllt of 1 aod 100 divided by the per:CCllt read, The analytical sensitivity (c:;ounW.rn.3) is the 
product of the Lintit of Dctecti.oD and 1000 divided by the sample volunle:. 
::j: A ''Version'' gn:atcrt.ha.n 1indicates nme:uded dl:ltn,. EMLnb 10; 460495, PRge Lof 3 
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EMLabP&K 
11720 North Creek Pkwy N, #400, Bothell, WA 98011 
(650) 829-5800 Fax (650) 829-5852 www.emlah.com 

Client; Bioma.'t Environmental Date of Sampling: 08·27-2008 
C/o: Mr. Michael Polkabla Date of Receipt: 08-28-2008 
Re: 082708·01 Dare of Report: 08·29-2008 

SPORE TRAP REPORT: NON-VIABLE METHODOLOGY 
Location: 13857610: 13857724: 

1-__. -+__ .~c~O!!nf"'o'!'1"e!n~ce~11J!!!om~j!8~Og5..IC~__+_---.lG,!!ar!!!';Jge rooftop ambient 
Comments (see belo-.:w:.c) .J -,,==B== -1 ==B=-,- -l 
Lab !D-Version;: 2032404--1 2032405·1 

Alt.=ati.a 
ArthriniJrrR...-. 
A~cospores* 
AureOha<id;u'~ 
B.3."idiospores* 
~l:IDM:l2teJ:bslera.grpI1P 
BO~'lis 

I.. snores/m3 .:_.-awCL I SDo~;/m3 

1:.:;t•. !! ••.:.flfii ••.• ',.""iH"'I-i'1---- ;1-------1 

::':·:·"\::-;':::':'::i:::~:~:L!··~:}~:nL 
u;n 

800 

.S.kin..c.ellsJI-4+) .Jo±+---l---- __!--_JI±....-.. 
Samnl" volU1I1f: (liters' 75 75 

rTri.... ATil')[\ 

Comments:B) Thls da'" Ita, beon "epol"",d priorto cOD,pletton of lb. QC analysis. 
'" Most ofihclic llpon:: types arc not seel] wIth ~ltnrnh'c mcl.hods (Alld.er:>cn i'\ilmpUog), althoogh some nllly s,P!1Cl\[;lS non~sporul111ing fungi. 
Most oHhc bD~idll;l.\qll;lrc5 fu"'C "mnmoool" SPOXCli while thl;: rusts and sn\Ut.s !lIC pl snt, pathogeDs, 
t Tbt !\POIC'i C1fAspergillus <llld PeflicilTlwn (n.od others such as Ac::remmWlITI, Paecflomycef» an: finlSU and roned with 'Vety few distinguishiug 
eh'ilr.1Ctenli1LCli_ 'They cannot be dlfferentinle:d by non-viable s:l1l1plil'lg trletho~. Also, some speeiCl'i with very small spores arc easily m[ss~ aDd 
may be: 'tIDdcrcOUD1ed, 
ttBackgrooud Ikbris IndIcates the nn10nnt of nOI1·blologlc.al pnrliCtllntc ma11c.r prr;scnt ou the trnce (dUln tn the air) llod the ~lill1ting visibIlity 
for the nnnlylit. It is rnf.cd from 1+ (low) to 4+ (hi~hJ. COllins from areas with 4+ baekgrOl,:md debris should be Tl:,glU'dccl as ntiuimnl comrlJj and 
rn:lY be: higher then 1'eported, ]llii irnportn'lt to nccoulllfor SlImplcli vOlonles when cvuluntiog duM. levels. 
Thc J...irnit of Detection (5 the pmdncr, of ll.J.1\W count of 1 lind 100 dIvided by lhe pct'l:cnt 'ruld. Tllc n.ualyr.ienl sensitivity (coun1SIn'L3) IS the 
product of the Limit of Dctcctiou nnd 1000 diVIded by the !m!llplc ....olume. 
:f: A IIVcTliion" g~tcr thnu 1 indi.~lcS amended datiL 
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EMLabP&K 
11720 North CreekPkwy N, #400, Bothell, WA 98011. 
(650) 829-5800 FaK (650) 829-5852 WWW.emlab.com 

Client: Biomax. Environmental Dale of Sampling: 08-27-2008 
C/O: Mr. Michael PoU<:abla Dale ofReceipr: 08-28-2008 
Re: 082708·01 Date of Report: 08·29-2008 

MoldRANGETM, Extended Outdoor Comparison 
Outdoor Location' 13857654, Ambient 23rd floor w balcony 

T)l'lcal Outdoor Dala by natetFungi ldenlifled O\1tdoor Typical Ouldoor Data by Local1on* 

data Mocth: August St"tc;CA 

sporeslm3 low mod high low n,cd highfl"C'il % :U.'eq % 

Generally able 10 grow lmloors' 
Alterngrie. 7 40 530· 69 59 
Bipo1ad6fDl'echs!ern group 7 13 250 

7 27 210 
7 13 12026 13 

Cha.etooliuol 7 13 120 1.5 7 13 no 19 
C\,dosporilllll 53 800 ll,ooO 98 53 640 6,400 98 
Cll1''Vutarie. 7 27 850 29 7 
Epicot'.C\ml 

7 13 2iD 
7 13 1607 20 290 30 20 

Nigro'porn 8 
Otherbmwn 

7 l3 240 21 7 13 170 
7 13 110 35 7 13 80 37 

Penicillium/Aspergillus types 27 270 3,400 88 38 210 2,500 B7 
Scopulariopsis 7 13 1607 \3 280 <:1 <: \ 

47 13 460 5 
To.,,,). 

7 13 2808tlJohybotrys 
7 13 160 7 13 1.50 13
 

Seldom found growing indoors"'"
 
AscoSp01."Cs 13 200 5,400
 

1.6 

82 l3 no 1.800 72 
Basidiospore:s 13 370 20,000 96 13 230 6.700 94 
Oidium 7 13 200 18 7 13 190 20 
Rusts 7 1.4 290 27 7 13 250 28 
Snluts, Pcriconia. Myxomycetes 7 53 91.0 7l
 

TOTAL SPORESIMO
 
79 8 40 480 

t 'l'r.c Typical Outdoor Dnta by Date ~rci~f3 the typiclt1 outdoor spore levels nerosli North Amcricl1 for the month indfcated. The last column 
;;:cprCscDts. the. frequency of occu1'teocc. The low, mcdil.1Ill, and nigh values tqm=:.'>Cnt, the :l.S, 50, and 97.:5 pen:;cntile valuCJ ofthe spore; type: 
whel1 i.t i" dctcct.cd For example, ifthc: freq\ktu;.y ofocl:1lrfcncc is 63% and the low vnlm: in 53. it would menU thnt the giveu S.p011; type is 
detected 63% crfthc time and, when det.ecl.e~ 2,5% oft.he tittle it is present in l~vehlllbavc the detection Umit and below .53 5porcs/m3. These 
values are updoted pcriodicnlty, nud. if enough data is DOt tl.vailable to make a statistically nlean£ngfulf.lsst;Ssmcnt. it is iudicllk.d wi:th a dash. 

+The Typrcal OUtdoor Da~ by Location rep~euts the iJPiC3,] outdoor spore levels forlhc 'tCglon indicated forthe enth:n YCllf. As with the 
T,Ypi&:ll] Onr.donr Data by Date, the four COlUn111fi n:p:n:.'lCJJt the frequency of octom::r:cnccaud the typiC<tl low, mroiQnl, and high eonccntrnl,iOlJ 
vnlues fortnc "pm:e type iud{cated These vnlnes nrc t:lprlu:l7;d periodically, nnd if cnou~h datil. is not nvailable to make. il statistically .tt1.cnntng:ful 
8Rlic.~,;mcnt, it is indicated with 8. da'lh. 

'liThe spores ill thIs. crtc:gory 1I,t:C gCllcrnlly capable of ArOwhig on wet bw1dtng materials in addiUou to growlup; Qutdoorn. 'auUding related 
growth is d~c[lc\e.nt upon tlle fungal type, .nloi$t.urc level, type of tnateri,al, B.or.t other factors. ClndcJ5poriwn is one. of the predomtl:ul.n~ SJX)fC 
types worldwide aCId i" frequently prescnt in high uun~bcn;.. PeniJ:iI1illmIAJ!'t!rgillILS spccic!> colollize both outdoor and ilJdoor wet surfaces 
rnpidly and are very ~n'y diliJlcn:;ccL Other genera are m.uD.lly pte!lCt:lt inlcsscr numbers, 

lII*Thcsc fungi arc g-cuc:rolly Dol found growillg on wet buildfll/1; ntntcrllth•. For c;ample, the rnsts nnd r;muts arc obligate pinot pBt,hOgcos. 
However, ill each group there are notJt.blc ~ccptions. For e:tnmple, a.gents of wood dcctly on: mcmbcm;. of the basidiomyccte!T. Ilud high counts of 
a single mmpholog1cal type ofbnsidiolipon: 011 al] inside sample lihould he COTJ~idl;'C~ significant. 

JutttptcUltiolJ of the data. contniuc:d in thtli )"l::pon 15 left to the clietlt. or1JJc. persons w.ho couduc"!.z:d the fit:ld work.. This report l5 provided for 
iufomultioual nlld comparative purposes only Iilld shotl1.d not be relied npOD fot" D11y other purpose. 'TyptC<ll out.door data" arc based on the 
results ofthe analysis of Ii1Irnp1.cs delivered to and analy7.cd by EMLnb P&K and a&:<>Dmptiolls rcgD.I'CiinR the otigirJll of those. samples. Sampling 
t.ee.bniqncs, contnmtoants inrecliugsnrnplcsj tInrcpteRC.tltative samples nnd c::rl.bCT Ri.mil:u- or dissimilnr factorn may aff~et thcsercstllts. In 
nddi.tiOtll SlW..a.b P&K may not hrrvc rccciYcnllu(l tested a rcprc:st:ntntlvc number of samples for cvery :rcsion or tinle period.. EMLab P&K 
ht:rCby di,~clIiJ.ms any HabHity for any and 311. di:1"Cct, incUrec~ punitivc, il.lcide1lUl1, speeitll or con~cqoclltial damages nrislng O'Dt of the nse or 
illterpretntiCltl of thc datll CDl;lt,~,it1t;d ill, or any ac:l:iomi t.llkcn 0.1:" omitted in rclhmcc upon, thiS report. 

(02008 EM'Lab P&K, PAtent Pcnding EMT..ab lD: 46Q4.95, P:lgt=. ] of ~ 



10/15/2008 08:18 5107243145 BIOMAX ENVIRONMENTAL PAGE 17
 

EMLabP&K 
11720 North Creek Pkwy N, #400, Bothell, WA 98011 
(650) 81.9-5800 Fax (650) 81.9-5851. www_emlab.com 

Client: Biomax Environmental Date oJ'Sampling; 08-27-2008 
('10: Mr. Michael Polkahla Date of Receipt: 08-28-1.008 
Re: 081.708-0) Date of Report: 08-1.9-2008 

MoJdRANGETM: Extended Outdoor Comparison 
Outdoor Location: 13857724, Garage rooftop lIIllbient 

Fungi Identll"led Ouldoor "typical OUldoor Dutu by Dul.,t I TyPical OUldoor Dala by Locutlon* 

data MoDth: August I St.nt1l: CA 
spores/m3 I.ow mod higb {,""q % low mod high ii'eq % 

Gener'Blly able to grow indoors1/! 

AltCl:nariR 7 40 530 69 7 27 210 59 

'BipolarislDrechslera group 7 i3 250 26 7 13 l20 i3 
Chaeto01iunl 7 13 120 15 7 13 !LO 19 

Clado5]lorlum 53 800 11,000 98 53 640 6,400 98 
Cm'VUtana 7 27 850 29 7 13 210 7 

Epicoc:~um 7 20 290 30 7 13 160 20 

Nigl,"o~pOJ.1! 7 13 240 21 7 13 170 8 

Othcrbrown 7 13 liD 35 7 1.3 80 37 

Pooicillium/A~perg1U~stypos 27 270 3,400 88 38 2LO 2,500 87 

Scopulnrlopsis 7 13 280 < 1 7 13 160 <i 

Stachybolrys 7 13 460 4 7 13 280 5 

Torula 7 13 160 16 7 13 150 13 

Seldom found growing Indoors" 

Ascospores 13 200 5,400 82 13 liD 1,800 n 
BRSidiospores 13 370 20,000 9G 13 230 6,700 94 

Oidium 7 13 200 18 7 13 190 20 

Rusts 7 14 290 27 7 13 250 28 

Smuts, Periconi.a.. My«.omycetcs 7 53 9[0 79 8 40 480 71 

"tOTAL SPORESIM.3 

t The Typical Outdoor DaU!. by Da.te rcpreRc=tlVl the typical outdoor spore levc=]a BQ;'D5'f> North AmericD for the mmr!:b indlcl:l.tcd. The-last eoIUn111 
rcpresel.'lts the frequency of ocooncocc. Tnt: loVJ, rned[unl l nnd high vu.1ucs n:prc..~cnt the 2.5, 50. nnd 97.5 pr:rccntilc values of the spon:: tyPe 
when it is detected. For eX<U11plC=1 if the ~T;Jcy of Qccurrence is 63% ood the low Vl!~TlC= is 53, it would nieau thllt the given spore type is 
dcte.otcd 63% of the. tinte ill.l.d j when detected, 2.5% mthe tlme it is pte:icot llllcvcll'i Il.bovc the de:tecUol1lintll Bnd below 53 spores/m3. Tlksc 
ve.locl\ ate updRt~ perIodically, and ifel]ough dlitn is Dot available to make astatistiC<l.lly .D1Csuingfulnl'iscssment, 1t [s indleat.cd wi.t), a dash. 

to The Typical Outdoor Data by Location represents the typl[;3,J ot;ll.door spore levels for the region \t:1dicated for the erJUn:. year. As with the 
Typical ()Tltdoor 03t::l by Date, the four eolurml:<> reJlre.~cnt, t.he frtqueucy of m:curn:ncc aon t.he typical low, medium,and high eoccentrntion 
vnIues for the lipan: type indicated. These vnlue.s l1te updntcd p=nodicll1ly. aud ifeMugh cfubl i.~ not available to nuke a. atnttlltically meanlnp;f'Ul 
Il!iIiCSSmcT1t, it IS indicated with a dash. 

*1JJc spores ill this catejl;Ory o.re gelttmllly capable of growiu& on wel building materials in addition to growIng outdoors. Buildiug related 
growth is dependeDt UpOD the furJga1 type, moll\tllTC level, type of .n1ntcri~ and other factors. clado.spariw"fl j:<> one of tbc predornibb.nt spore 
types worldWide: tllld is frequently JlIC5cIlt ill high numbers. Pen;dlfiumlAspcrgillJlj speci.es coloni7.c both outdoor andil1door wcl5tIrfucc.s 
raPidly and are very easily disperned. Other geucrn arc;. usually preSet1t iD lC1l11cr tlumbers. 

>IllII'fhc.!iC futlgl arc ~11cra1ly DOt found ,lliTOwitlg on Wcf, blll.ldicg matcritllt. For e:t1l,~l.e, the rusts and smuts nre obligate plallt patho~fiS. 
However, ill each group 'there are uotnblc e:tccptiotJs. For example, n~ut.s of wood decay are mernber:s of the bll!lidiQmy~tes nud high cootrts of 
a.!;i.nglc rnorphological1ype ofbasidio!:pore Oll illl tnsidc flnmple!;lnould be considcred:;ignlficll.l.lt., 

Icterpretation ofthc:: dat., cont.ailled ilI th[s report is left to the cHcnt or the persons who concmctcd!.he field work. T.hh: J:sp,0It is proVided for 
infonnaUcnalaud oomparativc purposes ouly and !ihould.cot be relied upon for any other purpose. 'Typh::lll outdoor d<1ta' are ba!icd on the 
results ofthe analysis of samples delivered to Dod analy'Z.Cd by EMLab P&:K and assumptioll!l regardfng the origins ofthos.e 5H.rnplcs. Sampling
techniques, contanlinnuls infCcttng l\Hmplcs rnurepre~cntatiYe samples allcl other simi1ni crd\l;.lliJ:ltUar factors may affc=ct thcsel.cst11ts.]0 
<'ldditicn, EMLnb P&K may \lot h~Vc ~ivcd Rud tcatcd a rcprc.C::l4ll<l.Livc number of EiB.nlplcs for every TCpjion or time perIod EMLllb E'&:K 
hereby disclain'lS auy liabi.1i.ty ror any alld all direc4 iudfrcet, pt1llitlve l incic:k:mB4 specIal or COIl!i~queutill] damages arising out of the lISe. or 
interpretation of the dum COn!Jlhl~d [nl or allY nt=tiot\s tnken o:r n:r:niucd in relinllcc upon, thiR ,report 

(i;l 2008 EMLab P&~ Patent PCllding EMLllb 10: 460495, Page. 2. of 2 
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MICROBIAL SPORE TRA~ I h~\m~~\RII\~\\~II1~il,I~I~lm~\\\\
 
AIR SAMPLING RECORD I ~0046049S

U.: 
BloMax Environmental 
775 San Pablo Avo. 
Pinole, CA 94564 

Client: D(;",5.LOCllUon: 4' ~Q A+': S,J.~ 
::s<:;(....f~.f.a , cA 

, 

l'roject#: O'I?2./o~-oI 

·WMY,bjomaxtnv!ronmcntal.t:!(!m 

Phone: (510) 724-3100 
Fa;\:: (510)724-3145 
biomaxenv@aQJ.com 

(2...0C;;
 

>8"')77 
TOlal Sample Tlme' Tow! Sample : .Ambient Conditions: Comments: 
(min): Volume (lftc:rs): . Cli2""" - ,.-...,;t".! 

Please sign tllis form below acknrnvledglng sample reeeipt and retm:n executed form with Inboratory 
rllllortl;. Fax, send, e-mlliI resultg to moMlIx EnvironlIJental nt (510) 724-3145 biolnlOtenv@no!.com 
Other Instl'tletions: ' 

Rellnqtllshed ~y: ~ ~~ ~ 

Method ofTJ'tmsportation: ..r-:"'Gl7'fG5r 
1""meIDale lJent: If~ (Jq [£/'271 c'&' 

• 
,
j •

' 

BioMlll< E:nvilOnmOl1I.1, l.LC 
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Attachment A: Digital Images Page 1 of5 
August 27th

, 2008 
BOE Building Break Room 807/805 and 22nd and 23'd Floor Hopper Rooms Areas 
450 N Street, Sacramento, CA 

I) Image ofhallway containment leading to 22nd Floor hopper Room area at time of assessment 
of BOE Building (S1,lbject Building) located at 450 N Street, Sacramento, California. 

2)	 Image of area and material removal adjacent to wet-mop sink unit at time of clearance 
assessment. 

810Max EnVironmental, LLC 08127/08 

PLawson
Placed Image

http://www.boe.ca.gov/info/pdf/Floor_08_22_23_PMA_Report_Break_Room_and_Janitor_Rooms_Photos.pdf
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August 27d', 2008 Page 2 of 5 
BOE Building Break Room 807/805 and 22"d and 23'd ,Floor Hopper Rooms Areas 
450 N Street, Sacramento, CA 

3) hnage of air sampling equipment and wall removal within mail center room adjacent to 22"d 
floor Hopper Room area at time of assessment. 

4) Image of air sampling equipment utilized in hallway adjacent to 23M floor Hopper Room area 
at time of assessment. ' 

BioMax Environmental, LLC 08127/08 
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August 2ih, 2008 Page 3 of 5 
BOE Building Break Room 807/805 and 22nd and 23'd Floor Hopper Rooms Areas 
450 N Street, Sacramento, CA 

5) Image of air sampling equipment and area material removal adjacent to wet-mop sink unit 
within 23'd Floor Hopper Room at time of clearance assessment. 

6)	 Image ofwallboard removal delineation to left of wet-mop sink area ",ithin 23mfloor 
Hopper Room area at time of assessment. 

6ioMax EnVironmental, LLC 08/27108 
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August 27u" 2008 Page 4 of 5 
BOB Building Break Room 807/805 and 22nd and 23nl Floor Hopper Rooms Areas 
450 N Street, Sacramento, CA 

7) Image of air sampling performed within area occupied by BOB staff adjacent to Break room 
807 at time of assessment. 

8) Image ofmaterial removal delineation and exposed plumbing systems within break (oom 807 
at the time of clearance assessment activities. 

BioMax Environmental, LLC 08/27/08 
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August 27th, 2008 Page 5 of 5 
BOB Building Break Room 807/805 and 22nd and 23,d Floor Hopper Rooms Areas 
450 N Street, Sacramento, CA 

9) Close-up image of exposed wall cavity as vi.ewed from Conference Room 805 at time of 
assessment. 

10) Image from 807 indicating exposed subflooring and delineation of wallboard removal at 
previous area at the time of assessment. 

BloMax Environmental, LLC OB/27/08 
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BIOMAX ENVIRONMENTAL 
Environmental ConsufJing and Industrial HygIene Services 

775 San Pablo Ave., Pinole, California 94564 

DATE:	 September 22, 2008 TIME: 2:38 PM 

TO:	 MR. PETER BURFENING FAX: (619) 321-6201 
(Wilson, Elser) 

PHONE: (619) 321-6200 

FROM:	 Michael Polkabla, CIH, REA FAX: (510) 724-3145 
BioMax Environmental, LLC 

PHONE:	 (510) 724-3100 

Pete, 

Attached please find BioMax's post mitigation clearance assessment report 
pertaining to Break Rooms 807/805 and the 22"d and 23rd Floor Hopper 
Rooms for appropriate distribution to BOE. There is concurrence with RTl 
on the data and, hence, no reason to delay the distribution. 

Please let me know ifyou have any questions or require further information. 

MP 

Number of pages including cover sheet: 22 

ADMINIFAxcovelUTR 


